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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-22 are presented for examination. 

References in applicant's IDS form 1449 have been considered. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
applicant -admitted prior art, hereinafter "AAPA" and in view of U.S. Patent No. 
6,547829 issued to Meyerzon et al., ("Meyerzon"), 

4. As to claim 1, 8, 15, 18, 21, and 22, AAPA teaches a method of addressing and 
generating an entry into a directory server (Figure 2, Directory server 80, an iPlanet 
LDAP-based directory server; see also page 3 paragraph [0011]; and further teaches 
creating an encoded address into a distinguished name for the entry (pages 6-7 paragraph 
[0021], a distinguished name is a unique unambiguous name of an entry in LDAP); and 
specifying the entry for a plurality of operations (pages 6-7 paragraph [0021]). 

AAPA, however, does not explicitly teach generating a Unique Identifier 
(UniquelD). This element has been taught in the Applicant's disclosure in Figure 10, step 
1 12 and pages 12-13 paragraph [0053]. A "system time" has been utilized to generate the 
unique identifier. 
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In an analogous system Meyerzon, teaches a method for detecting duplicate 
documents in Web Crawl by using content identifier (CID). The CID (equivalent to the 
SID described by U.S. Patent No. 5,813,008, which is incorporated in the Meyerzon 
patent) includes a globally unique identifier (GUID) that uniquely identifies the server 
that is creating the CID. The system time is included as one of four subparts in the 
GUID. (Figure 3, col. 2-3, line 53 - col. 3 line 21, col. 10, lines 1-23). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of (AAPA) and Meyerzon, and 
incorporate the Unique Identifier (UniquelD) for the entries in the directory server to 
keep track of entries entering the directory. Meyerzon would help the system avoid 
conflicting updates of its entries in a directory by assigning each entry a Unique Id which 
would unambiguously refer to an entry in a distributed or replicated environment. This 
will help reduce unnecessarily entering and processing such duplicates (col. 2, lines 30- 
44). 

5. As to claim 2, 9, 16, and 19, Meyerzon teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
the unique identifier comprises a multi-bit number having a first octet set to an identifier 
type and a plurality of remaining bits set to an identifier (Figure 3 see also col. 10, lines 1- 
23, the GUID contains 16 bytes which includes four sub-parts: system time, version 
number, clock sequence, and a network address.) 

6. As to claim 3, 10, 17, and 20, Meyerzon teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
the unique identifier comprises a multi-bit number having a first octet set to zero and a 
plurality of remaining octets set to an identifier generated in accordance with a unique 
identifier specification (Figure 3 see also col. 10, lines 1-23, the GUID contains 16 bytes 
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which includes four sub-parts: system time, version number, clock sequence, and a 
network address.) 

7. Claims 4-7, and 11-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,547829 issued to Meyerzon et al., ("Meyerzon"), and in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 5,117,351 issued to Miller. 

8. As to claim 4-7, and 11-14, Meyerzon teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
generating the unique identifier is time-based. In order to generate a Unique ID one 
would have to incorporate a generation algorithm. Meyerzon however, does not 
explicitly teach the unique ID generation algorithm used to generate the Unique ID. 

Miller an analogous system, teaches Unique labeling of objects within a system 
using a Unique ID. The Unique ID may be generated by a number of algorithms random 
or sequential or name (col.2, lines 27-68) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Meyerzon and Miller to incorporate a 
single-threaded, multi-threaded, random-based, or name-based algorithm to generate the 
Unique ID because anyone of these methods would be sufficient to generate a Unique ID. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shawki S Ismail whose telephone number is 703-605- 
4362. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on 703-306-6662. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAER system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Shawki Ismail 
Patent Examiner 
September 2, 2004 
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